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April 3, 1979 


Admiral Stansfield Turner, USN 
Director of Central Intelligence 
Central Intelligence Agency 
Washington, DC 20505 


Dear Admiral Turner: 

I would like to thank you for the excellent article on 
charter legislation for the intelligence community which 
you submitted for publication in DICTA. We of the Weekly staff 
were honored and pleased to publish it in Friday's edition of 
the paper, five copies of which are enclosed. 

DICTA articles are published in a bound volume at the end 
of each year or two year period. When this year's articles are 
compiled, my successor will send you a copy. 


Thank you once again for your article. 
Very truly yours, 
BY’ bi — 


David J. Llewellyn 
DICTA Editor 
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New Softball Season Begins; 
Prestidigitation Prevalent 


By Gary Goldberger 


With tittle hoopla and much 
prestidigitation, the spring season 
of the North Grounds Softball 
League finally got underway after 
vacation. For those alumni who 
only read the Law Weekly, when it 
is hidden within the bindings of 
U.S. Law Week or when the 
Alumni Edition comes out, the 
Softball League is the newest 
clinical program sponsored by the 
Law School. Its goal is to teach 
budding young lawyers to deal 
with the short hops and bad 
bounces of life in front of the bar; 
many a Jaw student who cannot get 
to first base at Happy Hour is seen 
proudly standing on second and 
even third base on the softball 
diamond. Alumni interested in 
supporting this worthy classroom- 
on-the-ballfield concept are ad- 
vised to send their donations to the 
softball league in care of the Law 
School. 


Actors Upstaged 


The season opened with the 
seasoned veterans of Koala Flats 
dealing the Meretricious Actors an 
8-6 setback, Pitcher Jamie Katz and 
shortstop Danny Sauls led the way 
as the Flats never lost control of the 
game. The Actors were bouyed, 
however, by the hitting of Dick 
“Ozone” Morgan; Morgan blasted 
a home run to right center to keep 
the Actors in the game in the late 
innings. 


A Choking Sensation 


In another Macho league game, 
the Upright Members of the Bar 
gagged the Oral Advocates (former- 
ly the Attractive Nuisance, cham- 
pions of the fall season), 9-6. Keys 
to the members’ victory included a 
game winning shot by Ad “Bat me 
first or trade me” Eichner and only 
three errors by first sacker Toy 
“Clank” Savage. Captain Savage 
also attributed his team’s showing 
to off-season trades and roster 
rearrangement. Oral Advocates 
captain Ed Gower took the loss 
calmly in stride contending that 
“We'll kill ‘em next time. If only 
George Whitley was still playing 
center for the Members.” 


Loads Lose Steam 


Proving that the last five seasons 
have not been mere flukes, the 
fabled Steaming Loads took to the 
field this spring and got dropped in 
two successive games. First they 
lost to the Brooding Ommnipres- 
ence, 14-4. The Loads’ effort 
against. the Ommnipresence was 
typified by the brilliant baserun- 
ning of Eli “Mr. Antitrust” Leich- 
ting, who got picked off of third 


& 


base on a throw from right field; 
Loads inspirational centerfielder 
Lou Hassett then calmly instructed 
Leichding in the correct way torun 
bases. The Loads next fell victim to 
Players and the ten-run rule, losing 
12-2. Players were led by the home 
run blast of Dave “Won't any girl 
go running with me?” Markell and 
the outfield play of Roger Carroll. 


Barber Shop 


The Hairs of the Body were 
shaved by the Darden Flyers, 15-14. 
With the score tied at the end of 
regulation play, Hairs opted to 
grow out for one more inning in 
the failing light of the early 
evening. The Flyers managed to 
push the winning run across the 
plate with a sacrifice fly. Hairs, 
however, had scored more runs in 
this one game than they had during 
the entire fall season when they 
were named No Decision. It was a 
daring risk, agreeing to play the 
last inning in the dusk, but the 
Hairs were groomed to take the 
risk, The Hairs had courage, but 
fell out in the end. 


Slugfest 


Ina match up of free agent teams, 
the Straight A’s narrowly defeated 
the Incredible Leftovers 16-15 in 
both teams’ season opener. The 
word defense is obviously not in 
either team’s vocabulary. The A’s 
were paced by 3 home runs from 
centerfielder Jim Fuller and 2 home 
runs from Ed Koch (his first home 
run in eight years.) Observers relate 
that Koch strode up to the plate, 
yelled “This one's for the Quak- 
ers,” and jerked the ball beyond the 
reach of the Leftover fielders, for 
his first home run. The Leftovers 
made arun at the A’s in the bottom 
of the seventh when they scored five 
times to pull within one run of the 
A’s. This rally was ended when 
Leftover Hazel Bernard flied 
mightily to A’s pitcher Don Horn- 
stein for the final out of the game, 
leaving two men on base. 


Losers Look 


Many law students noticed an 
abundance of players on the soft- 
ball diamond this past weekend 
who were clad in sky-blue uni- 
forms, or who wore shirts with 
pictures of the devil on them and 
students were heard to wonder who 
these people were. After much 
investigation, this reporter has 
discovered that they were merely 
North Carolina and Duke fans who 
suddenly found themselves with no 
basketball team to watch during 
the past weekend, and who decided 
to engage in some sport at which 
their team could win. 
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Intelligency Oversight Board (IOB). The IOB is comprised of three 
distinguished citizens from outside the government to whom 
anyone may go directly should they suspect that an intellignece 
agency is doing something illegal or improper. The IOB 
investigates allegations and reports findings directly to the 
President. The Director of Central Intelligence as well as all other 
officials of the intelligence are removed from this process and can 
exert no influence on it. 


The Legislative Branch 


Finally, the legislative branch oversees intelligence activities. 
The record of the Congress may instill no greater degree of 
confidence in skeptics than that of Presidents, but the fact remains 
that the Congress is the only elected body totally independent of 
the executive branch. There is, therefore, assurance that two 
independent branches of government have access to what the 
intelligence community is doing. 

Two committees in the Congress are devoted exclusively to 
intelligence oversight: the Senate Select Committee on Intelligence 
and the House Permanent Selection Committee on Intelligence. 
They have clear jurisdictional lines to the intelligence community 
and have not been reluctant to exercise them. In the past, 
intelligence information was shared with a few key members of the 
Congress who generally wanted to know as little as possible. They 
in turn shielded the community from the rest of the Congress. 
Today, the two select intelligence committees aggressively concern 
themselves with all community activities and accept a degree of 
responsibility for those activities. 

Oversight, as exercised today, is a success. The combination of 
informed inquiry, dialogue, and acknowledged accountability has 
permitted an unprecedented degree of control by overseers and, at 
the same time, an increased sense of responsiveness to the national 
will by the intelligence communtiy. The fine tuning of this process 
continues but, by any standards, itis working well. Unfortunately, 
that very success could be the most serious threat to the completion 
of charter legislation in the near future. 

If the major underlying reason for legislation has been to gain 
control over the intelligence process, that has been largely 
accomplished through existing oversight. Consequently, for that 
reason, if for ne other, the pressure for formal charters is lessened. 
Further, any attempt to lay down definitive prohibitions and 
guidelines which can stand alone is so difficult and so controver- 
sial as to encourage participants to just give up if any other 
recourse can be found. Leaving it to oversight is a tempting 
recourse. But, to abandon present efforts there would be to leave the 
job half done and would be a mistake. 


Charter Legislation 


Charter legislation has two purposes: first, to impose external 
controls on intelligence activities and second, to provide both 
authority and guidance for those who must carry out those 
activities. Oversight can ensure the former, it cannot substitute for 
the latter. Intelligence professionals deserve a clear statement of 
what this nation wants and expects of its intelligence service. 
Comprehensive legislation must include that statement in the 
form of general prohibitions and restrictions reflecting national 
values and desires balanced by an oversight process which can 
interpret those desires over ime and in specific situations. By 
institutionalizing a two-part system as Ihave described, one part of 
which exists now, this legislation can be substantively simple yet 
serve it purposes well. This goal is within our reach and deserves 
all support and encouragement. 
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important people and providing an 
outlet for new talents... However, 
when men’s and women’s clubs 
merge, women get to lick the 
envelopes.” 

“You don't have to bea boss to be 
important in business—my book is 
about following, too... The 
problem arises when women are 
asked to follow men as smart as a 
box of kitty litter.” 

Women executives have diffi- 
culty getting the help they need 
because “by and large men don’t 
want to work for women—and 
women don’t either... The main 
thing a women can do is treatthose 
who work for her as adults... Treat 
people like runny-nose kids and 
that’s how they act.” 

“The worst thing about the 
women’s revolution is that is has 
polarized the sexes. .. The second 
worst is that it has polarized 


White to Conduct 
Seminar on Judges 
for Professionals 


By Jane Miller 


Professor G. Edward White will 
conduct a seminar for lawyers and 
judges this summer under a grant 
from the National Endowment for 
the Humanities. The seminar is 
one of a series funded by NEH for 
members of different professions in 
order to “advance public under- 
standing and use of the humanities 
as a resource for professional lead- 
ers."” 

White's seminar is entitled “The 
Role of a Judge in Theory and 
Practice: Four Career Studies.” The 
participants will consider the ca- 
reers, philosophies, and reputa- 
tions of Hugo Black, Felix Franfur- 
ter, Benjamin Cardozo, and Earl 
Warren in order to explore the role 
of the appellate judge in American. 
society. 

A maximum of fifteen partici- 
pants will be chosen by a panel 
consisting of White, a practicing 
lawyer, and another legal scholar. 
White states that he seeks to obtain 
a geographical and economic bal- 
ance among the participants and 
relies heavily on the written state- 
ment which applicants must pre- 
pare, Tuition is free and those 
accepted receive travel expenses 
and a $1200 stipend. 

This will be White’s second 
experience directing an NEH se- 
minar. He states that it “ranks 
among the best teaching experien- 
ces I've had because the people are 
so motivated.” The seminar will be 
held from July 9 to August 3 at the 
University of Virginia School of 
Law. The deadline for applications 
is April 16. For further information 
write: Debra Moylan, NEH Semin- 
ar, University of Virginia School of 
Law, Charlottesville, Virginia 
22901. 
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women, pulling women’s groups 
into ridiculous shambles.” 

This polarization was clear from 
Liz Carpenter’s address on the 
Equal Rights Amendment Satur- 
day morning. Carpenter, who is 
Co-Chair of ERAmerica, was for- 
merly press secretary and staff 
director to Lady Bird Johnson. 


Carpenter attacked the president 
of Stop ERA, Phyllis Schlafly. 
“Phyllis Schlafly is spreading lies 
about the consequences of equality 
of the sexes . . . She is passing out 
literature which you couldn't find 
in an adult bookstore . . . equating 
ERA with abortions and homosex- 
ual marriages.” 

Ata press conference, Carpenter 
said she likes Jimmy Carter largely 
because he is a Southerner. “Weare 
both from the Bible Belt. . . I 
understand his missionary zeal.. .1 
am a song-singing, foot-stamping, 
total-emersion Democrat.” The 
President, however, wili have to 
give more support to ERA, shesaid. 
“Carter's call to human rights hasa 
hollow ring given the problems at 
home.” 


CBS news correspondent Betty 
Anne Bowser and ABC news direc- 
tor Robert Zelnick spoke on 
Women in Television Saturday. 

Although “women are begin- 
ning to call some of the shots,” 
there are yemaining problems, 
Bowser said. Women are in middle- 
management positions but are not 
integrated into the truly upper- 
echelon jobs. Bowser, a mother of 
one who is married toa correspond- 
ent, said that other women repor- 
ters agree that men mistrust 
‘women’s abilities and feel threa- 
tened by them. She described the 
“Bitch Syndrome” in which ag- 
gression is encouraged and ad- 
mired in men, but put down in 
women. 


Zelnick, a graduate of the Law 
School, expressed his concern for 
Ghreats t First Atifendiment Tee- 
doms brought about by increased 
government regulation supported 
by the “equal rights lobbies.” He 
cited a FCC proposal to require 
network stations to hire at 80% 
parity with the racial distribution 
in their geographical areas, under 
penalty of losing their right to 
broadcast. He termed the proposal 
“dangerous interference with free- 
dom of the press in the zeal to undo 
past discrimination,” 

Referring to stories he covered as 
a newsman, Zelnick said that free 
speech helped end the war in Viet 
nam, secure passage of land settle- 
ments for native Alaskans, and 
affirm during the Watergate era 
that we are a government of laws, 
not men. 


“Whatever our race, sex, or 
politics we have more to gain by 
upholding these values than sacri- 
ficing them on the alter of greed, 
ambition, and expediency,” he 
concluded. 
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Honor Committee Rejects 
Henson Bid for New Trial 


By Bill Marmon 


A five-person panel of the Honor 
Committee voted earlier this week 
to deny Jost Henson’s appeal fora 
third trial on charge that he stolea 
pre-publication copy ofan interna- 
tional moot court problem from an 
office in Washington, D.C., and 
lied about the taking. 

The decision of the Honor panel, 
whose vote was not disclosed and 
which contained no law students, 
appears to close the Henson affair 
as an internal University concern. 
The focus now moves to the federal 
courts where Henson has filed suit 
alleging that the Honor system as 
constituted denies due process of 
law because it prohibits the partici- 
pation of certified attorneys in the 
trial proceedings. 

At the appeal hearing Tuesday 
night, Henson’s student lawyers 
John Tredennick and Charlie 
Murdter argued that Henson’s 
Honor conviction last December 
was invalid because the Honor 
Committee took only one vote, 
despite the fact that two separate 
charges, stealing and lying, had 
been lodged. Tredennick argued 
that it was possible that of theeight 
votes needed for conviction in the 
December trial, four could have 
been in response to the stealing 
charge and four in response to the 


lying charge, but that on either 
separately there may not have been 
the requisite number to convict. 

The Honor panel apparently 
rejected this analysis in favor of the 
arguments of student prosecutors 
Ned Bergin, John Maloney, and 
accusor Mikael Salovaara. They 
contended that the Honor Commit- 
tee acted in proper conformance 
with the Honor Committee consti- 
tution which statesin Article 5, Sec. 
2, “The panel shall take only one 
vote.” 

Bergin argued that the stealing 
and lying charges represented one 
“course of conduct” which estab- 
lished the necessary three elements 
of an honor offense, act, intent and 
reprehensibility, The prosecution 
argued that the dual charges gave 
Henson the option of dual tials, 
but that once he opted to have the 
charges tried simultaneously, the 
“one vote” provision of the consti- 
tution became binding. 

Tredennick claimed that he had 
never considered the possible im- 
plications of the one vote for 
multiple charges until Henson's 
Charlottesville attorney John 
Lowe pointed out the possible 
anomoly the day after the trial. 
Apparently multiple charges in 
honor tials are rare and the 
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Analysing the 
A Look Back 


By Tom Keane 


One of the unique features of the 
University of Virginia, its seudent- 
mun Honor System, has come under 
increasing attack this year, in large 
part because of the widely 
publicized and _ still unresolved 
Honor trial of law student Josh 
Henson. The full meaning of the 
Henson case for the Honor System 
is not known yet, but it appears the 
case already has wrought a substan- 
dal change in student perception of 
the Honor System. 


Briefly, the case to date is as 
follows: last spring three students 
accused Henson of stealing a pre- 
release copy of the problem for the 
1978 Philip C. Jessup International 
Law Moot Court Competition off 
the desk of theexecutive secretary of 
the Association of Student Interna- 


Henson Case: 
at the Trials 


tional Law Societies (ASILS) in 
Washington, D.C. in September of 
1977. At the time, Henson was 
national student president of the 
ASILS. An Honor panel convicted 
and expelled Henson two days 
prior to his graduation. Henson 
was a third-year student at the time. 

In September, 1978, Henson 
appealed to the Honor Committee 
for a new trial on grounds of “good 
cause” and new evidence. The 
Committee granted Henson a trial 
de novo and he elected to have an 
open trial, only the third such 
proceeding in recent history. 

On November 17, 18, and 19, in 
one of the longest Honor trialsever, 
an Honor panel convicted Henson 
a second time on charges of both 
stealing the Moot Court problems 
and lying about the theft. 


(Please See Page 5, Col. 3) 
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Law Women Hold Conference 
Discuss Women and Media 


by Virginia Dunmire 


“Superior women should not be 
chained to inferior chores on the 
old assumption that their gender 
has somehow jellied their brain,” 
advertising executive Jo Foxworth 
told participants in the Women, 
Media & The Law Conference at 
the Law School, March 23-24. 

The two-day event sponsored by 
Virginia Law Women featured 
speakers and panels on women in 
advertising and television, media 
coverage of feminist issues, trends 
in women’s magarines, broadcast 
reform, and employment discrimi- 
nation. Conference speakers in- 
clude ERA activist Liz Carpenter, 
CBS news correspondent Betty 


Anne Bowser, and ABC news 
director Robert Zelnick. 

“Tam nota flame-throwing man 
eater,” Foxworth said at the open- 
ing session last Friday evening. 
“The old division of labor simply 
doesn’t make sense anymore... We 
are killing our best men with 
overwork and boring our best 
women to death.’ 

Foxworth is president of herown 
advertising agency, Jo Foxworth 
Inc., and author of Boss Lady. She 
has been named Advertising Wom- 
an of the Year five times. Foxworth 
offered some do’s and don’ts for 
executive women. “Professional 


clubs can help your career in 
important ways such as meeting 
(Please See Page 4, Col. 5) 
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Annual Alumni Donations Exceed Last Year’s Gifts 


by John W. Kraus 


Although donations to this 
year’s Annual Giving Program 
exceed last year’s as of the same 
date, C. Edward Good, Interim 
Director of the Law School Foun- 
dation, reports that the total 
amount donated so far is still short 
of this year’s goal of $400,000. 

As of March 20, total annual 
giving amounted to $277,862.11. 
The comparable figure for a year 
ago was $234,042.78, an increase of 
$43,819.33. Also, the number of 
givers has increased from 1460 last 
year to the current total of 2007. 
Still, less than 30% of all alumni 
generally donate anything at all. 
The average gift in '78 was $119; so 
far this year, it has been $138. 

One explanation for the in- 


creases, according to Good, is that 
tea years ago the Law School began 
gmduating larger classes, whose 
members are only now becoming 
solvent, putting them in a position 
tomake donations. “Soon we will 
have more New Law School gradu- 
ats than those of Clark Hall, given 
the larger classes and the attrition 
rate in the latter group. So it's 
obviously very important to get 
their interest and support, since 
they are the future of the Law 
School. 

“The ‘iéputation of the Law 
School follows the alumni in their 
professional careers. They’ helped 
make the reputation and are now 
recognizing it by giving something 
back to the institution. The reputa- 
tion is this good only because of 


Guynn Challenges Election 
Council Sustains Result 


By Tom Keane 


Law Council voted Tuesday 8 to 
2, with one abstention, not to grant 
Law School presidential candidate 
Doug Guynn’s request for a new 
election due to procedural irregu- 
larities in the original election. 
Guynn lost in the recent election to 
Harry Wilson, 168 to 150. 

Guynn requested the new elec- 
tion in a letter to Chris Teske of the 
Law Council and in an appearance 
before the Council Guynn alleged 


several irregularities: First, he said 
there was lack of notice for the 
election. ‘‘In-school notice consist- 
ed of one statement which as 
included in the preliminary elec- 
tion results posted on the ‘wailing 
wall’ on Friday before spring 
break,” and, on the day of the 
election, “one 8% x 11 sheet positi- 
oned above the obscurely placed 
ballot box, reveal(ing) some lightly 
etched, indecipherable words,” 


(Please See Page 3, Col. 5) 


their donations,” Good said. 

“Many of the good things in the 
Law School are directly due to the 
alumni,” said Dean Emerson Spies, 
“Recently, as a result of the Class of 
“68 gift, the faculty lounge is being 
renovated, and a $5,000 special gift 
is being used to prepare a confer- 
ence room.” 

Spies feels that it is somewhat 
unusual to have such strong alum- 
ni support in a state-supported law 
school. “Only one other law school 
has it—Michigan. I feel that our 
strong support is due to our 
national character and the diversity 
of the students.” 

This year the Foundation’s sup- 
port to the Law School was 
$465,000, or about 15% of the total 
operating budget, according to 


Good. “These donations do not 
replace public funds, which are 
budgeted without regard to dona- 
tions. It is these donations that 
enable the Law School to maintain 
its national reputation. It allows 
the Law School to compete on a 
national level not possible for a 
solely state-funded institution. 
That 15% provides the difference in 
quality for scholarship support, 
library and research facilities, 
professors, recruitment and student 
organizations: it provides for ‘the 
margin of excellence’ at the Law 
School.” 

Although the Program is still 
about $125,000 short of its goal for 
the year, Good feels that he has 
“every reason to believe that alum- 
ni and friends will respond to this 
year's Program in an all-out effort 
to reach the goal.” 


Automobile Accident Kills Law Studeni 


Second-year law student Shelia 
D. Witherspoon died Sunday, 
March 11, in a car accident which 
left Rhonda Hughes, also a 
second-year law student, seriously 
injured. The accident occurred 
the previous evening on 29-N 
near Culpeper, when the car in 
which the two women were 
traveling collided with a car 
going in the wrong direction, 

Witherspoon was a 1976 gradu- 
ate of Duke, where she majored in. 
political science and sociology. 
While at the Law School, she was 
Financial Chairperson for BAL- 


SA and a Smail Section Advisor. 
She was working for the Michie 
Company at the time of the 
accident, Hughes, her roommate, 
is now recovering at the Martha 
Jefferson Hospital. 


The Law School Foundation 
has created a Shelia D. Withers- 
poon Memorial Fund. Anyone 
who wishes to contribute should 
contact the LSF, which is admin- 
istering the Fund. Witherspoon's 
family will determine the specific 
use of the Fund’s proceeds at a 
Tater time. 


DICTA: A Charter for the Intelligence Community 


byStansfield Turner 


organizations and entities in the United States intelligence 


other elements of the intelligence community, including joint 
organizations of two or more agencies. 


This year, the executive and legislative branches of the 
government will attempt to develop legislative charters for 
America’s intelligence agencies. This will be the most significant 
legislation related to intelligence activities since the National 
Security Act of 1947 which created those agencies. For the first 
time, legislation will specifically authorize activities in which 
intelligency agencies may engage, establish limiting boundaries, 
and proscribe some activities altogether. It will remove the umbra 
of uncertainty from thissensitive but vital function of government. 
It is a step welcomed by both the intelligence agencies themselves, 
which see it as a potentially helpful degree of guidance, and the 
public, for whom it will provide a reassuring element of 
accountability. At the same time, itis neither asimple task nor one 
without some degree of danger for the intelligence capabilities on 
which the nation depends. 

The final report of the Senate Select Committee to Study 
Government Operations with Respect to Intelligence Activities 
(Church Committee) recommended 

“1, The National Security Act should be recast by omnibus 
legislation which would set forth the basic purposes of national 
intelligence activities, and define the relationship between the 

Congress and the intelligence agencies of the executive branch. 

This revision should be given the highest priority by the 

intelligence oversight committee(s) of Congress, acting in 

consultation with the executive branch. 
2. The new legislation should define the charter of the 
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community. It should establish charters for the National 
Security Council, the director of Central Intelligence, the 
Central Intelligence Agency, the national intelligence compo- 
nents of the Department of Defense, including the National 
Security Agency and the Defense Intelligence Agency, and all 


Stansfield Turner is an admiral 
of the United States Navy and is 
Director of Central Intelligence. 
Admiral Turner isa graduate of the 
United States Naval Academy and 
was a Rhodes Scholar. Before 
assuming his present post he was 
Commander in Chief, Allied Forces 
Southern Europe (AFSOUTH). 


3, This legislation should set forth the general structure and 
procedures of the intelligence community, and the toles and 
responsibilities of the agencies which comprise it. : 

4, This legislation should contain specific and clearly defined 
prohibitions or limitations on various activities carried out by 
the respective components of the intelligence community.” 
Last February, the Senate Select Committee on Intelligence 

tabled a draft set of charters (5.2525). Since that time, the 
Administration has been working closely with the members and 
staff of the Senate committee to examine the spectrum of views on 
each issue and move toward a mutually acceptable and workable 
draft, While there has not been uniform agreement, there has been 
a constructive dialogue during which differences have narrowed. 


Main Area of Differences 


The main area of differences today relates to protecting 
Constitutional and privacy rights of American persons especially 
when those rights limit or inhibit the collection of legitimate 
foreign or counter-intelligence information, All agree that these 
rights must be protected. But the degree of that protection, the 
methods by which that protection should be exercised, and the 
conditions under which exceptions may be made remained 
unresolved. 

When considering the degree of control and how that control 
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Secession? 


Thomas Jefferson’s close university community has grown into 
asptawling diversity of individual schools. The Law School, once 
right in the middle of college activity, even has its own Grounds 
which it shares, somewhat reluctantly, with the Business and JAG 
Schools. Law students havea tendancy to view their domain as The 
Grounds, and to dismiss the rest of the University as the “South” 
Grounds. The chief connection between the two is the green bus 
route, and the gap is widening. 

It isnot that law students dislike undergraduates. The concensus 
seems to be that the Law School is complete in itself, and doesn’t 
need, or have time for, undergraduate activity. Law students are 
basically indifferent to undergraduates. They become aware of 
them only during ACC games and when the library becomes 
overcrowded. Although law students were successful in virtually 
eliminating undergrads from the law library, they still have to 
compete with them for seats in University Hall. 

On the other hand, law students will generally concedethat they 
are disliked almost universally by the rest of the students. 
Undergrads regard them as arrogant and patronizing, and view the 
Law School as an all-but-separate entity from the University. This 
was evidenced during the hearings before the student-run 
Appropriations Committee, which was held earlier this Spring to 
determine distribution of student activity funds, One comment by 
the committee was that the Virginia Law Review should receiveno 
funding since it had only a handful of student subscribers and 
therefore made only a bare contribution to University life. 
Moreover, some members saw little need for the Law Weekly, since 
the University already has a weekly newspaper, The Declaration. 
Consequently, the Committee reduced the Law Weekly’s monies to 
$1,000, barely enough for one edition, and the Law Review’s to 
$3,000. In contrast, the Rowing Association received $5000. Those 
who believe that the Law School does contribute to the University 
through its own contributions to the legal profession find this 
attitutde untenable. But if this is the prevailing perception among 
undergraduate students, itis difficult to rebut it with tangiblesthat 
are readily apy it in the Academical Village. 

_ Thechoice becomes one of trying tore-integrate the Law School 
into the University fold, or letting it continue in its own sphere of 
interest. While reunification seems the better course, most_law 
students don't care, and most undergrads would rather not. Each 
group has its own perspective of University life, and each is equally 
alatable to its members. It is a matter of different Grounds, andas 
long as they are separate, the students will be, too. 


Bad Jokes Live On 


The Virginia Bar Exam is a crucial stage for the would-be 
lawyer. At such a tense time, a little levity is not unwelcome. 
Apparently, this was the feeling of the bar examiners when they 
devised the last question on the exam. The problem involved a 
family corporation run by the Flatt family. The daughter, Fairly, 
‘was not popular with the boys, and, being frustrated in her social 
life, she decided that the only way she could become a success 
would be to go into the family business. This is not a humorous 
situation. It is an offensive comment to women who are pursuing 
professional careers, The once-common myth that a woman 
sought a business career only when she couldn’t find a husband to 
support her is still a long ume dying in Virginia. 
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Bar Gift 


The Virginia Bar Foundation 
is donating $500 to the Law 
School for use in clinical edua- 
tion, Philip M. Sadler, president 
of the Foundation, announced 
the gift in a letter to Jerry Stokes 
March 15. The Law School, 
Sadler reports, will be able touse 
the money in its own discretion 
to further the clinical programs. 

This is the first such donation 
by the Foundation to the Law 
School. The money for such 
gifts is raised through memor- 
ials and donations from interest- 
ed parties. President Sad‘er 
writes that this gift to the 
clinical studies indicates the 
interest that the Foundation has 
in legal education at the Law 
School, and he hopes that the 
Foundation will be able to raise 
enough money to make similar 
gifts in the future. 


Human Rights 


May Young-Anawaty, a grad- 
uate of the Law School (LL.M. 
1978) and Executive Director of 
the International Human 
Rights Law Group in Washing- 
ton, D.C., will speak to Mr. 
Lillich’s class on International 
Human Rights at 2 p.m., Fri- 
day, March 29, in Room 114, on 
“Practicing International Hu- 
man Rights law.” Ms. Young- 
Anawaty also will describe the 
Group's activities and oppar- 
tunities for internship programs 
with it. All interested students 
and faculty are invited. 


Race Ipsa 


The second Race Ipsa Loqui- 
tur will get underway April 5 at 
3:30, with free beer and soda 
afterward. Over 325 people have 
signed up for the decimarathon, 
and registration will continue 
until the day of the big event. 
Anyone interested in helping 
with the race should contact 
Kathy Bortz or Ed Koch as soon. 
as possible. 


J. B. Moore Panel 


Following on the United 
Nations Declaration that 1979is 
the “Year of the Child,” the 
John Bassett Moore Society of 
International Law is sponsor- 
ing the Third Annual Sokol 
Colloquium on Private Interna- 
tional Law April 6 and7,1979at 
the Law School, with its focus 
on “The Family in Internation- 
al Law.” 

The Colloquium will consist 
of four panels. On Friday, April 
6 at 2:30 p.m., Panel I will 
discuss “Problems of Marriage 
Recognition and Enforcement 


Law School Briefs 


of Support.” On Saturday, 
Panels HI through IV will meet, 
dealing with “The UN Conven- 
tion on the Rights of the Child” 
at 9:00 am., “Problems of 
Adoption, Placement and Re- 
cognition” at 10:15 a.m., and 
“Child Custody Across Nation- 
al Lines” at 2:30 p.m. 

Members of the University 
and interested members of the 
general public are welcome to 
attend the sessions free of 
charge. 


Virginia Places 

Virginia placed fourth over- 
all, with a win-loss record of 3-1, 
in this year’s Mid-Adantic re- 
gional competition of the Jes- 
sup International Moot Court 
Tournament, held at American 
University on March 2-3. The 
Virginia team also received 
third place honors for its writeen 
memorial. The John Bassett 
Moore Society of International 
Law sponsors the Virginia team 

Members of the law school in 
the competition were third-year 
students Brian Pusch and Cyn- 
thia Castle, second-year student 
Bonnie Wachiel, and first-year 
student Gerald Oberst. Third- 
year student Bob Littleton 
served as coach and manager. 


For Sale 


The Barrister is selling past 
issues of the yearbook for $10 a 
copy. There are a limited 
number of books available for 
the years 1972-1977. Orders will 
be filled on a first-come-first- 
served basis. Please address all 
correspondence to The Barris- 
ter, University of Virginia 
School of Law. 


Meet The Dean 


Dean Spies will answer ques- 
tions on the grading system on 
Monday, April 2.at 12:30 p.m. in 
Room 102. 


History Lesson 


‘Lectures on how to conduct a 
legislative history will be given 
10 first-year students, as well as 
interested seconds and thirds, 
during the coming week. All 
lectures will be held in Room 
102, according to the following 
schedule: 

Writing Seminars 5-8, 3:30 p.m., 
Monday, April 2 

Writing Seminars 9-12, 3:30 
p.m., Tuesday, April 8 
Writing Seminars 13-15, 1:30 
p.m. Thursday, April 5 


wat da 


Libel Show 


Tickets for the 71st Annual Law 
Libel Show will be onsale in the 
Lobby on Tuesday, April 3, and 
Wednesday, April 4. All seats are. 
reserved. Performances will be 
held Friday April 6 and Satur- 
day April 7 at 8 p.m. in Old 
Cabell Hall. 


Law and Art 


The Student Legal Forum 
will present a panel discussion, 
“Law and the Arts: A New 
Partnership?” on Wednesday, 
April 4, at 8:30 p.m. here at the 
Law School in Caplin Auditori- 
um. Panelists will include: 
Oliver Anthony, Counsel for the 
National Trust; Robert Amory, 
General Counsel for the Nation- 
al Gallery; James Biddle, Direc- 
tor of the National Trust; and 
Livingston Biddle, Chairman of 
the National Council for the 
Arts. Peter Kyros from the 
Federal Arts Council will mod- 
erate. 


Summer Trials 


The Joint Committee on 
Continuing Legal Education of 
the Virginia State Bar and The 
Virginia Bar Association will 
sponsor an intensive nine day 
session on Trial Advocacy. The 
course will be held at Washing- 
ton and Lee University Law 
School in Lexington, Virginia 
from July 12-21, and is designed 
primarily for lawyers with 1-5 
years of experiences, For further 
information contact Peter C. 
Manson, Coordinator of Con- 
tinuing Legal Education, Uni- 
versity of Virginia Law School, 
Charlottesville, Virignia 22901. 


Moot Court Board 


Second year students are 
invited to apply for membership 
on the 1979-1980 Moot Court 
Board and the National Moot 
Court Team. Forms will be 
available at Mrs. Haigh’s desk 
on Monday. Completed appli- 
cations should be returned to the 
Board by Monday, April 9, 5:00 
p.m. Any person with questions 
concerning membership on the 
Board or on the National Team 
should contact any current 
member of the Board. 


Slingers 


“How do you spell Crisco?” 

— Sam Thompson, delving 
into the subtleties of antitrust 
law. 


Approved For Release 2004/09/28 : CLA-RDBP88-01314R000300290009-3 —— 


IN MEMORIAM 
Sheila Denise Witherspoon 
July 14, 1955 - March 11, 1979 


Sheila D, Witherspoon en- 
tered the University of Virginia 
School of Law in August, 1977. 
From her first day with us she 
was willing and eager to partici- 
pate in BALSA and Law School 
life. Sheila helped BALSA and 
anyone wherever she was 
needed, despite the heavy time 
pressures of studying. Sheila 
served BALSA as treasurer this 
year and sat on BALSA'S policy 
council. Just last week she 
offered her expertise to whomev- 
er would be elected to her job 
next year. 

BALSA, and especially her 
classmates in the 1980 class, will 
always remember her. Her spot 
will never be filled. 

“She was a delight to her 
friends, a joy to her family, 
and a source of goodwill to 
all who met her. 
She lived as she died, serene 
and beautiful. This is the life 
of our friend who has gone. 
May those behind catch the 
Tight of her life."” 
Black American Law Students’ 
Association 
University of Virginia School of 
Law 


The family of Sheila Withers- 
poon would like to express its 
heartfelt gratitude to those 
persons in the Law School 
community who assisted them 
through its recent tragedy. It 
was a comfort to know that so 
many cared. 


CLASS NOTES 
‘29 


Oscar J. Andre retired from the 
Clarksburg, WVa., firm of Steptoe 
and Johnson. He and his wife are 
now living in Winchester, VA, 
where he is council with Larrick, 
White, Andre & Rabun. 


"36. 


Garrard Wood Glenn and his 
wife died in an automobile accident 
in Mexico. He had been a partner 
with Lord, Day & Lord in New 
York and vice president-law with 
The New York Central Railroad 


Company. 


"42 

Kiliaen Townsend was re-elected. 
for a seventh term with 65% of the 
vote to the Georgia House of 
Representatives. He is a Republi- 
can, representing House District 24 
encompassing the northern part of 
Atlanta. 


"66 

Michael S. Horwart was ap- 
pointed a substitute Judge of the 
District Courts, both General and 
Juvenile and Domestic Relations 
District courts. He is a partner in 
the firm of Horwatt, Kenny, Glen- 
non, Goodman & Schultz in Res- 
ton, Va. 


‘Otto G. Stoltz was elected execu- 
tive vice president of Cannon Mills 
Company. He will continue to 
serve as general counsel and will 
assume responsibility for general 
accounting. 


"69 


George D. H. McMillan, Jr. was 
elected Lt. Governor of the State of 
Alabama. 


"72 
Robert A. Sugarman joined the 
firm of Kaplan, Sicking, Hessen, 
Sugarman, Rosenthal & Zienw, 
P.A. -after a reorganization. The 
firm is in Miami, Fla. 
"3 


Richard S. Belas was appointed 
assistant counsel in the legal 
department of Connecticut Gener- 
al Life Insurance Co. of Hartford, 
Conn. 


Social Note 


The Spring Party will be held 
tomorrow night from 8-12 in 
Moysten Court (the new court- 
yard between Phases J and II of 
Edifice Lex). Free beer and 
mixers will be provided: BYOB. 


Pars 


DICTA... 


Cite as “Turner,” Vircinia Law WEEKLY, DICTA 
Vol. 31, No. 20 (1979) 
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should be applied, either an over-reaction or an under-reaction to 
past alleged or real abuses would be a mistake. If we under-react by 
assuming that similar abuses will not recur, we would underesti- 
mate how quickly lessons can be forgotten. If we over-react by 
passing excessively restrictive legislation, intelligence capabilities 
could be emasculated. As with most things, a balanced approach 
offers the greatest chance of ensuring that we retain strong 
intelligence collection and analytic capabilities, yet restrict those 
capabilities to proper and legal use. Unfortunately that balance 
point has been elusive. It seems to be in different places depending 
on where onestands and the importance one gives to the sometimes 
elegant subleties of the issues. How then to achieve that balance? 

A simplistic approach advocated by some is to preparea laundry 
list of all activities which offend our sense of justice or morality or 
fair play and prohibit them. While seeming to have the advantage 
of straight-forwardness, it is easier said than done; and the danger 
of self-delusion is high. Any serious attempt to draw up such a list 
will demonstrate first that, given human inventiveness, it is 
probably impossible to anticipate every conceivable activity we 
might want to prohibit; second, a case for maintaining a capability 
in reserve can be made for even the most odious activity (e.g., 
assassination in the case of Hitler); and third, no two lists will be 
the same or, in some cases, even similar. 


A Two Part System 


Instead, a two-part system comprised of regulations on the one 
hand and oversight on the other has a greater potential for 
effectively controlling intelligence activities without reducing 
overall capability or the ability to respond quickly to unique 
situations. Through regulations it may be possible to prohibit 
some few activities completely. For example, outside of wartime, 
assassination should be prohibited as it is now in Executive Order 
12086. But, in many other cases, clear prohibition would be either 
impossible or unwise. Nonetheless, control can be exercised 
through guidelines or restrictions which establish boundaries 
within which the intelligence community would be expected to 
work. The scope and detail of specific prohibitions and guidelines 
are now being debated. 

The second part of this system, oversight, can make accountabil- 
ity possible and preserve a degree of flexibility which is not 
possible with regulations alone. Here classification of documents 
and activities isa significant oversight problem. Much intelligence 
work cannot be done unless it is kept secret. Terrorist groups 
cannot be infiltrated to learn and thwart their plans; relationships 
cannot be established with foreigners willing to help unless those 
relationships can be kept secret; friendly foreign intelligence 
services will not share information if we cannot keep both it and 
the fact that they gave it to us secret as well. Yet, the very freedoms 
we seek to protect by being better informed can be undermined by 
secrecy. Secrecy yields power. Any kind of power can be abused; 
secret power has an even greater potential for abuse. Oversight 
must be able to exercise control over intelligence activity despite 
the need for secrecy. The means of ensuring this special kind of 
accountability exists today. 

Effective oversight is exercised by the executive branch, by the 
Congress, and by the public. Understanding their respective roles 
and incorporating them into the proposed legislation will] make 
the drafting or prohibitions and restrictions easier. Itcan providea 
workable solution to many of the seemingly intractible, substan- 
tive issues. 


Public Oversight 


Inthe past, public oversight was impossible because the general 
public had no access to information. That is no longer true. 
Revelations, public inquiries and the Freedom of Information Act 
have made the intelligence community and what it does more 
visible and more accessible than ever before. Additionally, in the 
last two years the community has adopted a policy of greater 
openness. Intelligence community analysts attend professional 
conferences in greater numbers, present papers, and publish 
articles; a public affairs director attempts to answer press inquiries 
candidly; and there has been a major effort to share analysis 
through the declassificiation and publication of intelligence 
studies and analyses. More than two of these each week have 
reached the public for the past two years on subjects as diverse as 
Soviet civil defense capabilities, international terrorism, and the 
work energy situation. 

The press has performed commendable journeyman’s work for 
the public in overseeing the inteJligence community. The renewed 
investigative bent of the press has been instrumental in probing 
areas heretofore completely unknown to the general public. While 
much of this has been constructive, some has not been and has 
harmed important capabilities. These effects raise serious 
contradictions and potential problems for the long term unless the 
press demands of itself a consistently high level of responsibility. 
Unlike a court, the press can return a finding of guilty through 
accusation alone. The power to accuse in public is a profound 
power which is just as susceptible to abuse as any other power. 
Consequently, while the press performs an important oversight 
function, it must proceed with extreme caution. It must be 
conscious that it must deal generally with unclassified or, at best, 
Jeaked classified information. It seldom has all the facts. It is often 
at the mercy of sources whose motives are not always clear. It must 
often make judgments on how things seem rather than how they 
are. Conclusion drawn on the thin ice of conjecture can render a 
grave disservice to the press, the public it serves, and to the 
institutions of government. 


Executive Oversight 


Unlike the general public or the press, executive branch 
oversight has complete access to the intelligence community and 
its activities because the intelligence function is an instrument of 
that branch. The President is personally and directly responsible 
for all intelligence activites. Although he normally exercises that 
responsiaty through the National Security Council, he is 
informed of sensitive programs and approves every covert action in 
writing. The concept of “plausible deniability'' is no longer 
operative. Beyond that, his support of the community's full 
cooperation with the Congress is a vital link for a substantially 
stronger accountability. He requires that the congress be kept fully 
informed and have access’ to all the information necessary to 
exercise oversight. 

A second form of executive branch oversight is through the 
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April 27, 


Friday, April 27 
10:00 a.m. 
12:00 noon 


2:00 p.m. 


4:00 p.m. 


5:00 p.m. 


6:00 p.m. 
6:15 p.m. 


Saturday, April 28 


Law Alumni Weekend 


9:00 a.m. to 4:00 p.m.Registration at the Law School 
Alumni Council Meeting—Law 
School, Faculty Lounge 

Council, Foundation and Faculty 
Luncheon—Law School, Faculty Lounge} 
‘Law School Foundation Meeting— Law 
School, Ocean's Law & Policy 
Conference Room 

Annual Meeting of the Law School 
Alumni Association—Law School, 
Room 1i9 

Happy Hour (free beer) at the Law 
School with the students following 
the Annual Meeting 

5:00 p.m. to 6:30 p.m.Discussion: “Women in the Law,” 
Virginia Law Women-Student Lounge, 
Law School 

Class Reunion Dinners 

Cocktails and dinner for non-reunion 
classes at Kappa Sigma 


National Headquarters, 


28 - 1979 


8:30 a.m. to 10:00 a.m. 


9:00 a.m. to 11:00 a.m. 
9:30 a.m. 


10:30 a.m. 


Complementary Buffet Breakfast and 
“Eye Openers” in Moysten Court 
Registration at the Law School 
Partnership meeting at the Law 
School, Room 119 

Dedication of Phase II and address 
by the Honorable Charles 5. 

Robb, ‘73, Law School Auditorium 


12:00 noon 
Saturday Afternoon 


4:00 p.m. 


Honor Trials... 


Subsequent to the conviction, 
vein fed 


Henson filed rad court, 
challenging the constitutionality 
of the system, alleging denial of due 
process and equal protection. In 
addition, Henson filed another 
appeal to the Honor Committee for 
a third trial, alleging procedural 
inegularities. (See Story, Page 1) 

A myriad of unresolved issues 
permeate the case. For example, 
Henson claims the accusations 
were motivated by personal and 
political animosity, and that the 
case against him rests on the 
testimony of the executive secretary 
of the ASILS, whom Henson 
claims was in a political “power 
play” with him over control of the 
ASILS. Questions have arisen over 
the delay between the time of the 
theft and the time of the Honor 
accusation; several other accusa- 
tions made against Henson, and 
subsequently withdrawn; the de- 
nial of attorney representation to 
Honor defendants; the vagueness of 
the Honor system's “reprehensibil- 
ity” standard; the motivations of 
the Honor panels that convicted 
Henson; and the justice of the 
single sanction penalty. 

Even those most ardently sup- 
porting the Honor system admit 
that the Henson case is a paradigm 
of the flaws of the system. The 
controversy is over the extent of 
those flaws, and what changes they 
warrant, if any. 

Several student reform groups 
have emerged, each proposing 
different changes to eliminate the 
flaws it perceives in the system. The 
two most significant movements 
concern a jury trial option and 
elimination of the single sanction. 

Recently, a group calling itself 
Students for Juries successfully 
petitioned for a referendum on 
offering a jury wial option to 
accused students. The referendum 
narrowly failed to garner the 60% 
student vote necessary to imple- 
ment the change in the Honor 
Committee constitution. The feel- 
ing of many observers is that much 
of the opposition to the jury option 
came from vague wording and 
loose ends in the proposal, and that 
a re-drafted version could well 
succeed. 


Cocktails and Luncheon at Carr’s Hill 
Open—for complimentary attendance at 
Foxfield Races (Steeplechase). University 
of Virginia athletic facilities will be 
made available (check when you register) 
Steeplechase Party at the Foxfield Race 
Course. Cocktails and live music to be 
followed by filet mignon buffet. 


(Cont. from Page 1, Col. 2) 


The single sanction has come 
“under attack from a number of 
students. Recently the Honor Com- 
mittee, although still in support of 
the single sanction, was pressured 
to conduct a binding referendum 
on amending its constitution to 
permit a suspension alternative. 
The referendum will be held on 
April 17 and 18, 


Aside from these major suggested 
reforms, other students propose 
reducing the geographic scope of 
the system, limiting Honor of- 
fenses to academic offenses only 
and eliminating or reducing the 
power of the Honor Committee. 


Despite all of this activity, how- 
ever, to date, none of these changes 
have been adopted. As Honor 
system proponents note, thesystem. 
has a remarkable amount of stabili- 
y, and has successfully “ridden 
out” crises before. Indeed, it is 
difficult to gauge how deep dissa- 
tsfaction with the system runs. A 
poll, presently being conducted by 
the Honor Committee and due in 
mid-April, may provide a better 
picture of student opinion. 


Nevertheless, it appears that this 
ume the crises faced by the Honor 
system will not go away. The 
primary effect of the Henson case 
may be that the image of the Honor 
system and its relationship to the 
individual student has changed. 
Where once the system was an 
undiscussed, uncontroversial and 
self-working value system that was 
simply part of life at the University, 
it is now perceived with suspicion, 
and often hostility. The Honor 
system is no longer seen as a moral 
system but rather as a defective 
police and judicial system 


Clearly, such a dramatic change 
in attitude is not solely attributable 
to the Henson case. More likely it 
stems from the increasing size and 
heterogeneity of the University and 
outside society’s abandonment of 
“old time” moral values, including 
that epitomized by the “Virginia 
gentleman.” What the Henson case 
has done is to bring these changes 
into sharp focus, causing a year of 
turmoil for the Honor system. 


Study Space 


Alternatives 


Make Phase II Popular 


by Patrick Weschler 


If the popularity of a building 
can be measured by the number of 
students who willingly make use of 
it, Phase If has already become a 
spectacular success. In only two 
months, students have adopted itas 
a favorite place for study, relaxa- 
tion and special activities. 


Tt was not long after Phase II’s 
completion and opening in Janu- 
ary that students discovered the 
large quantity of new and different 
study space available in the addi- 
tion. The line of individual study 
desks along the back wall of the 
new building, with their view of 
the hills beyond Charlottesville, 
has been extremely popular. Few 
vacant desks can be found on a 
typical day. 


The new home of the clinical 
program, brainchild of Professor 
Robert Condlin, is another area of 
the new building which has 
aroused considerable student curi- 
osity. Television cameras, control 
and studio rooms, video-taping 
equipment and monitors have been. 
installed and will soon be used as 
part of the trial practice training at 
the Law School. 


Guynn... 


(Cont. from Page 1, Col. 4) 


Guynn said. Second, “the nurmber 
of ballots (cast) exceeded the 
number of signatures by 13,” 
Guynn said. Third, “a story in the 
Cavalier Daily gave the impression 
the election would be held on two 
days instead of one.” 
Wilson Responds 


In a letter read at the Council 
meeting, Wilson opposed a new 
election. Not only lack of notice, 
but also apathy and the reduced 
number of candidates contributed 
to the Jower turnout, the letter said, 
noting “it rains on both sides of the 
field" and that each candidate was 
equally hurt by the lack of notice. 
The thirteen vote discrepancy, even 
if viewed in a light most favorable 
to Guynn, is not sufficient to 
eliminate Wilson’s 18 vote margin. 
“My opponent,” the letter said, 
“wants a second bite of the apple.” 

Council members unanimously 
agreed that there were procedural 
errors in the election, but a major- 
ity indicated that they believed the 
errors were not sufficiently egre- 
gious to warrant overturning the 
election, In addition, a number of 
members said anew election would 
be unfair to Wilson. 


Cushy Chairs 


. Opportunities for relaxation in 
the new addition can be found in 
the lounge areas, which are fur- 
nished with overstuffed chairs and 
are located throughout the new 
building. Students have found the 
lounge areas a welcome change of 
pace from the study carrels and 
tables of the Phase I library. One 
Jounge has been dubbed the 
“snooze room” because of its great 
popularity with students wishing 
to catch a nap while at school. 


A noteworthy aspect of Phase II 
is that the new addition was 
constructed entirely with private 
funds provided through gifts of 
alumni and friends of the Law 
School. Notable contributors to the 
new building were Mortimer Ca- 
plin, for whose father Caplin 
Auditorium is named, the Mayston 
Foundation, the Doherty Founda- 
dion and the Law School Founda- 
tion. Planning and construction of 
the building was overseen by the 
Law School Building Commitiee 
and supported by the continuous 
efforts of Dean Emerson Spies and. 
his predecessor Dean Monrad. 
Paulsen. 


Phase II will be officially dedi- 
cated on Law Day in late April, as 
part of Alumni Week activities. Lt. 
Gov. Charles Robb, himself an 
alumnus of the Law School, will 
preside at the ceremonies. 


Henson... 


(Cont, from Page 1, Col. 2) 


question of voting on them has 
never come up before. 


The hearing was “open” to forty 
pre-selected observers from the 
University community under 
stringent conditions set out by the 
Honor Committee. Henson’s par- 
ents, who live in northern Virginia, 
‘were among the observers as was a 

-18 year old member of. the Sunday 
school Henson teaches at the 
Charlottesville Trinity Presbyter- 
ian church. 


Henson has no comment on the 
decision. But Tredennick called the 
decision another example of the 
Committee's “crazy decisis.”" Said 
Henson, “we thought we were 
doing the Committee a favor on 
this one by giving it a chance to 
correct a clear mistake. This issue 
{one vote for two charges) could 
now become an important issue in 
the federal court case. It looks like 
we are watching the makings of a 
major case that could go to the 
Supreme Court.” 


Class Reunions 


Class Chairman 


Friday night dinner 


Headquarters 


29° Thomas McEachern Farmington Country Best Western 


(804) 977-4831 
James P. Hart, Jr. 
(703) 344-3278 
Richard N. Crockett 
(804} 296-4621 
Ewing G. Simpson 
(804) 977-4381 
Gordon Lewis 
(804) 443-3373 
Junius Fishbume 
(804) 977-8590 


Cavalier Inn 


Cocktails, “Spring Hill” Best Western 
Ivy, Virginia 5:30 


Cavalier Inn 


Greencroft Club, 7:30 


Kenneth M. Beaver 
{401) 274-6100 
Robert Hursh 
(212) 755-8900 
Paul Cook 

(804) 295-617) 
Charles E. Echols 
(804) 973-4388 
Frank M. Slayton 
(708) 572-4983 


Forbes R. Reback 
(804) 295-1196 
James G. Cosby 
(804) 9776155 
David G. Sutton 
(804) 977-4455 


Club 


Club 


Howard Johnson’s 


Rotunda 
(Saturday night) 
Rotunda 
Farmington Hunt 


Colonnade Club 


Farmington Hunt 


Best Western 
Cavalier Inn 


Howard Johnson's 


Ramada Inn 


Best Western 
Mt. Vernon, 
Boar’s Head Inn 


Holiday Inn, N. 
Ramada Inn 


Holiday Inn N. 
Ramada Inn 


